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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . This action is responsive to the After Final filed 0 1/07/20 10. 

Claims 1-24 and 40-47 are currently pending. Claims 1, 10, 13, 22, and 24 are 

independent Claims. 

Applicant's request for reconsideration of the finality of the rejection of the last Office 
action is persuasive and, therefore, the finality of that action is withdrawn. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not he obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was 
made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall 
not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the claims under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was commonly owned at the 
time any inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the 
obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly 
owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 
U.S.C. 103(c) andpotential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(af 
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Claims 1-24 and 40-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Davia (US 20020156815 Al) in view of Brauer et al. (US 20010014900 Al). 

As to Claim 13; 

Davia teaches a computer system (data processing system; paragraph [001 7]) for 
specifying alternate layouts of an element of a display description {layout information 
defined in a separate XML, HTML, or Javascript file... The layout information file is 
merely concerned with the display characteristics of the screen; paragraph [0049]), 
comprising: 

a storage device (memory; paragraph [0018]) containing: 

a display description file {layout information defined in a separate XML, HTML, 
or Javascript file; paragraph [0049]) having a definition of the element and 
condition and layout pairs for the element specified using a display description 
language, wherein layouts and conditions included in the display description file 
only specify how to display elements defined in the display description file (The 
layout information is preferably an extensible Markup Language (XML) file, or 
other web file, that describes the pixel coordinates of each layer for the screen. 
The layout information also describes the initial visibility state of each layer, the 
fonts and colors, etc. For example, a classification image 1 's pixel coordinates 
might be 10,20,200,100, and be visible. Classification text 1 's pixel coordinates 
might be 400,400,200,300, have a 20 point font in blue, and be hidden. 
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Classification audio 1 's pixel location might be 100,400,100,50, and be visible; 
paragraphs... The content information describes the media and text that the 
screen needs. For example. Classification image 1 's image is "button.gif. 
Classification text 1 is defined as "This is some classification text for Image 1 ", 
and Classification audio I's audio file is class l.mp3; paragraphs [0060-0061]). 

Davia teaches a display component that generates a display based on the display 
description file (dynamically generates content for the DynamicContent frame by 

including separately stored layout information, separately stored content information, 
and separately stored logic information; paragraph [0059]). 

Davia, however, does not specifically teach a display component that generates a display 
based on the display description file by displaying the element in accordance with a 
layout of a pair when the condition of the pair is satisfied. 

Brauer teaches a display component that generates a display based on the display 

description file by displaying the element in accordance with a layout of a pair when the 
condition of the pair is satisfied (checks whether or not the object detected in 141 
contains formatting features, which are directly (hard) assigned to the object... If the 
answer is YES, a formatting element corresponding to the formatting template is created 
at 144. ..Method 180 then proceeds to check whether a (farther) formatting template is 
assigned to the object to be converted at 146. ... the formatting element generated at 147 
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then being a grandparent (etc.) formatting element... the content data are arranged in the 
XML-document separate from the format elements; paragraphs [0069-0071]). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 

invention was made to modify Davia with Brauer because it would have separated 
content data and formatting data an XML-document and facilitated modifications of the 
style and/or the content of the XML-document. This greatly improves the utility of the 
XML-document. 

As to claim 14: 

Davia does not explicitly teach the following additional limitations: 

Brauer teaches the element has a class and the condition and layout pairs are specified in 
a style for that class (paragraphs [0061-0066] and [0082-0092]). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Davia with Brauer because it would have 
allowed a separation of content data and formatting data on the mark-up document, 
which is highly desirable with regard to amending and/or editing the document. 

As to Claim 15: 

does not explicitly teach the following additional limitations: 
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Brauer teaches the condition and layout pairs are attributes of an element for that class 
(paragraphs [0092-0093]). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Davia with Brauer because it would have 
allowed a separation of content data and formatting data on the mark-up document, 
which is highly desirable with regard to amending and/or editing the document. 

As to Claim 16: 

Davia does not explicitly teach the following additional limitations: 

Brauer teaches the condition and layout pairs are attributes within the definition of the 
element (paragraphs [0092-0093]). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Davia with Brauer because it would have 
allowed a separation of content data and formatting data on the mark-up document, 
which is highly desirable with regard to amending and/or editing the document. 

As to Claim 17: 

Davia does not explicitly teach the following additional limitations: 
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Brauer teaches the element has child elements and the layouts specify the layout of the 
child elements (paragraphs [0030] and [0063]). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Davia with Brauer because it would have 
allowed a separation of content data and formatting data on the mark-up document, 
which is highly desirable with regard to amending and/or editing the document. 

As to Claim 18: 

Davia teaches a layout is from, among other things, a group consisting of vertical layout 
and horizontal layout (paragraph [0060]). 

As to Claim 19: 

Davia does not explicitly teach the following additional limitations: 

Brauer teaches a layout specifies a table in which the child elements are to be displayed 
(paragraphs [0030] and [0063]). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Davia with Brauer because it would have 
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allowed a separation of content data and formatting data on the mark-up document, 
which is highly desirable with regard to amending and/or editing the document. 

As to Claim 20: 

Davia does not explicitly teach the following additional limitations: 

Brauer teaches the layout that specifies a table fiirther specifies a cell within the table 
for a child element (paragraphs [0030] and [0063]). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Davia with Brauer because it would have 
allowed a separation of content data and formatting data on the mark-up document, 
which is highly desirable with regard to amending and/or editing the document. 

As to Claim 21: 

Davia does not explicitly teach the following additional limitations: 

Brauer teaches the layout that specifies a table fiirther specifies that a cell for a child 
element is to be automatically selected (paragraphs [0063-0065]). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Davia with Brauer because it would have 
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allowed a separation of content data and formatting data on the mark-up document, 
which is highly desirable with regard to amending and/or editing the document. 

As to Claim 23: 

Davia does not explicitly teach the following additional limitations: 

Brauer teaches each child element is only defined once within the element (paragraphs 
[0063-0065]). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Davia with Brauer because it would have 
allowed a separation of content data and formatting data on the mark-up document, 
which is highly desirable with regard to amending and/or editing the document. 

As to Claim 24: 

Davia does not explicitly teach the following additional limitations: 

Brauer teaches a layout specifies the layout of the child elements (paragraphs [0030] 
and [0063]). 



It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Davia with Brauer because it would have 
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allowed a separation of content data and formatting data on the mark-up document, 
which is highly desirable with regard to amending and/or editing the document. 

As to Claim 22; 

The rejection of Claim 13 above is incorporated herein in full. Additionally, Davia 
teaches the use of a processor (processor; paragraph [0018]). 

However, Davia does not explicitly teach the following additional limitations: 

Brauer teaches the element has child elements and the layouts specify the layout of the 
child elements, a layout specifies a table in which the child elements are to be 
displayed, and the layout that specifies a table fiirther specifies a cell within the table 
for a child element and another cell for another child element is to be automatically 
selected (paragraphs [0030-0031 and [0063] and claim 4). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 

invention was made to modify Davia with Brauer because it would have separated 
content data and formatting data an XML-document and facilitated modifications of the 
style and/or the content of the XML-document. This greatly improves the utility of the 
XML-document. 
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As to Claim 40: 

The rejection of Claim 13 above is incorporated herein in fUU. Additionally, Davia 
teaches the use of a computer-readable storage medium (computer-readable medium... 
ROMs... EEPROMs ...floppy disks; paragraphs [0066]); a definition of an element 
{layout information defined in a separate XA4L, HTML, or Javascript file; paragraph 
[0049]); a first condition and a first layout associated with the element; and a second 
condition and a second layout associated with the element (The layout information is 
preferably an extensible Markup Language (XML) file, or other web file, that describes 
the pixel coordinates of each layer for the screen. The layout information also describes 
the initial visibility state of each layer, the fonts and colors, etc. For example, a 
classification image 1 's pixel coordinates might be 10,20,200,100, and be visible. 
Classification text 1 's pixel coordinates might be 400,400,200,300, have a 20 point font 
in blue, and be hidden. Classification audio I's pixel location might be 100, 400, 100, 
50, and be visible; paragraphs... The content information describes the media and text 
that the screen needs. For example. Classification image 1 's image is "button.gif '. 
Classification text 1 is defined as "This is some classification text for Image 1 ", and 
Classification audio I's audio file is class l.mp3; paragraphs [0060-0061]). 

However, Davia does not explicitly teach the following additional limitations: 
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Brauer teaches the element is laid out in accordance with the first layout when the first 
condition is satisfied and with the second layout when the second condition is satisfied 

(checks whether or not the object detected in 141 contains formatting features, which are 
directly (hard) assigned to the object... If the answer is YES, a formatting element 
corresponding to the formatting template is created at 144. ..Method 130 then proceeds to 
check whether a (further) formatting template is assigned to the object to be converted at 
146. ... the formatting element generated at 147 then being a grandparent (etc.) 
formatting element... the content data are arranged in the XML-document separate from 
the format elements; paragraphs [0069-0071]). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Davia with Brauer because it would have separated 
content data and formatting data an XML-document and facilitated modifications of the 
style and/or the content of the XML-document. This greatly improves the utility of the 
XML-document. 

As to Claim 41: 

Davia does not explicitly teach the following additional limitations: 

Brauer teaches teaches the conditions and layouts are defined in a style associated with 
the element (paragraphs [0061-0066] and [0082-0092]). 
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It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Davia with Brauer because it would have allowed a 
separation of content data and formatting data on the mark-up document, which is 
highly desirable with regard to amending and/or editing the document. 

As to Claim 42: 

Davia does not explicitly teach the following additional limitations: 

Brauer teaches the style is associated with the element based on a class (paragraphs 
[0082-0092]). 



It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Davia with Brauer because it would have 

allowed a separation of content data and formatting data on the mark-up document, 
which is highly desirable with regard to amending and/or editing the document. 



As to Claim 43: 

Davia does not explicitly teach the following additional limitations: 

Brauer teaches the conditions and layouts are defined as attributes of the element 
(paragraphs [0092-0093]). 
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It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Davia with Brauer because it would have 
allowed a separation of content data and formatting data on the mark-up document, 
which is highly desirable with regard to amending and/or editing the document. 



As to Claim 44: 

Refer to the discussion of Claim 17 above for rejection. 
As to Claim 45: 

Davia teaches the data structure is specified using a display description language 
(paragraphs [0060-0062]). 

As to Claim 46: 

Davia teaches the data structure is specified using XML (paragraphs [0049] and 
[0060]). 

As to Claim 47: 

Davia teaches the data structure is specified using HTML (paragraphs [0011] and [0025- 
0048]). 



As to Claim 10: 

Refer to the discussions of Claims 13 and 40 above. 
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However, Davia does not explicitly teach the following additional limitations: 

Brauer teaches the layouts specify the layout of the child elements, and 

wherein a layout specifies a table in which the child elements are to be displayed and 
further specifies a cell within the table for a child element and another cell for another 
child element is to be automatically selected (paragraphs [0030-0031 and [0063] and 
claim 4). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Davia with Brauer because it would have separated 
content data and formatting data an XML-document and facilitated modifications of 
the style and/or the content of the XML-document. This greatly improves the utility of 
the XML-dociunent. 

As to Claim 1; 

Refer to the discussions of Claims 13 and 40 above. Additionally, Davia teaches: 
parsing the display description file to identify the definition of the element, the first 
condition and the first layout, and the second condition and the second layout; 
retrieving a parameter for controlling the layout of the element (paragraphs [0059- 
0062]). 

However, Davia does not explicitly teach the following additional limitations: 
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Brauer teaches determining whether the retrieved parameter indicates that the first 
condition is satisfied or the second condition is satisfied (paragraphs [0069-0073]). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Davia with Brauer because it would have separated 
content data and formatting data an XML-document and facilitated modifications of the 
style and/or the content of the XML-document. This greatly improves the utility of the 
XML-document. 

As to Claims 2-9 and 11-12: 

Refer to the discussion of Claims 14-21 and 46-47 above, respectively, for rejections. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 01/07/2010 have been fixUy considered but are moot in view 
of the new ground(s) rejection. 
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Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record, listed on PTO 892 provided to Applicant is considered 
to have relevancy to the claimed invention. Applicant should review each identified 
reference carefully before responding to this office action to properly advance the 
case in light of the prior art. 

Contact information 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Maikhanh Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4093. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 9:00am - 5:30 
pm. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Doug Button can be reached at (571) 272-4137. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
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have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/MaiKhanh Nguyen/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2176 



/Laurie Ries/ 
Primary Examiner 
Technology Center 2100 
26 February 2010 



